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PLAIN CASE 


As it now ſtands in reference to 


SUBJECTION 


TO THE 


Preſent Government: 4] 


(at? Ar 


W h&rein is briefly demonſtrated, hy. = 


That it 1s not repugnant to the moſt | 
tive Texts of Scripture which have been quoted: for 
Loyalty; nor to the knpwn and diDottnn of 
the Church of England; not to the r Oaths of 
Allegiance and n — G. 
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Rom. 13. 1, Let every Soul be ſubj FP to the Higher Por- 
ers: for there u Power but . th, Powers that 
be, are ordained of God, &c. 
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The Plain Cale. CC. 


] F in any Age of the World men onght to be furniſhed 


with true Notions of Religious Loyalty, the preſent 
Juncture of Affairs e ly - requires it. And ſince 

, things are come to ſuch a paſs, as that many ſeem. by 
their Actions todiſpute, that Reg ion and Loyalty are two 
diſtin Qualifications; the firſt neceſſary to cepacirate us 
to live in Heaven, and the other to our well being on Earth ; 
I _ no time — a to diſcourſ — on this 
Subject. ln which undertaking, ve pro to my 
ſelf; Firſt to lay down a plain and true Notion of Religi- 
ous Loyalty ; and Secondly to ſhew, how far Subjection to 
the Preſent Government may be conſiſtent with it. 
A for the firſt, what is the true Notion of Religious 
Loyalty: T he wiſe Man gives it us in a fow- words, but 
home to the Purpoſe, Prov. 14. 21. My Sen, fear 

thou the Lord, and the King. Whence we may make this 
Obſervation:' That, if we take the words altogether, as 
they run; they wach us, That no man can truly fear God, 
unleſs he honours his Prince: And on the other hand, that 
to fest God is ubſolately neceſſary towards : paying the 
K ing due Honour and Obedience.' Bur if we take the words 
ſeparately, 2s they may be divided iute two 1 
Propelitions ; then they tet us, That we muſt 2 
place fear Cod ; and then in the next place, it ig dor Duty 
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\ Ifwecanſider che Office a ef Kings, ey 
are Got?”s View-gerents — noon | 
rule over the Sony of Men, to preſtribe Lawy Mr ele to 
his Will, and to ſee them duly ecùted ; to nt the 


Majeſty of Heaven in things pertaining to Rh, and 
that to this ud, God — — Nene 
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(69). 
of their Fellow- Creatures, as that, Every Soul ſhould be 


ſubj » And. none ſhou'd. dare. $0. reſult chem. an 
Pal | jon; and, which is more, that no Man 
ſhou'd curſe them, even in his hts: It, I ſay, we ſeri- 


ouſly conſider theſe things, we muſt uppoſe that ſomething 
more than ordipasy is requi 

Higher Pang: | has 
prohibited all Acts of Reſiſtance, 
ed Subjection and Obedience tg it, Whoever acts contrary, 
muſt throw off all — — to the fear of God, becauſe no 
man can be a Rebel on Earth, without being a Rebel againſt 
Heaven too. But, bete we ate to conkider likewiſe, that 
to fear God is abſolutely neceſſary towards pay ing the Kit 
due Obedience. For, God is King of Kings, and Lord 
Lords; and tho be does ſubſtitute Kings on Earth, in his 
ſtead to govern and ſubdue Mankind, yet he does not there · 
by intend to part with bis Prerogative of being obey'd be- 
fore them. | 

To illuſtrete this a little; Let us foppoſe a Higher Power 
enjoyning ſome things, which; we cannot at preſent think 
onght to be obeyed 3 It being our Duty, as Men, firſt to 
obey God, and next, as Subjects to our Prince, if the 
thing enjoyn'd be ſuch as we ought not tn Conſcience to re- 
fuſe ; the queſtion will be, W bat Courſe we ſhou d take to 
be ſatisſied whether it be or no? 

In ſuch a Caſe as this, I bold it very unſafe relying on 
that which we are often apt to miſcall Canfcience, becauſe 
that may many ways be miſguided. And it is near as 
hard relying on the Judgment of another Man, whom 1 
wou d make wy Friend $0 advile with as to this parti®lar ; 
becauſe he may poſſibiy have ſome particuler Iotereſt one 
way or other, and if ſo, he will pever give the Verdict a- 
gainſt bimſelf, tho the Caſe never ſo juſtly requires it. 
Then may we confide in any Body of Men for undoubted ſa- 
tisfaftion ? Ig anſwer to this, we are to conlider, that all 
Men, as Men, axe ſubject to Error ;- and in aBody of Men 
met to arbitrate in the Caſe, the Major part may poſlibly ; 
have their dependance on the 7 Bower, by whoſe Au- 
thority they are ſummoned, ſo the reaſon of a few 
may be forced to comply with, or at leaſt e the 


03) - 
of tha ho ont - heiſe them Well they; at 
Jak, ſiwoe —œ— — — — 

come to a right 3 ſince our on Conſciences 

may be miſguided by prejudice, or blinded hy Education, 
. ind other mens reaſon may be Tway'd by [ntereſt, or out- 
noifd by populer-Infolence;. He that truly fears God, will 
examin'the lojunction by the Law of God end if be finds 
it either in terms ſer down there, or that it is not any way 
repugnant to it, he may ſafely, and ooght to obey: But, 
if it is either expreſly prohibited by the Law of God, or 
by any good conſequence contrary to it, then he may, ad 


To make this plain; Suppoſe we were Iſraelites ſ6journ- 
iog in the Land of Egypr,. and had a Pharavb for our Ring, 
who ſhou'd command our Midwives to kill every Male, 
Child that ſhouw'd be born among us: Either this Cqmmand 
of bis muſt be abey'd, as he is our King, whom God has 
ſet over us 3: Or, if we reſpect the Law of God, and ſinqͥ i 
contraryto that, it muſt be denied, If you look into 
firſt Chapter of Exedus, you'ſee. how the Nd wives be- 
haved themſelves in this Affair: Perſe 17. Firſt tis ſaid, the 
Midwives feared God, and then it follows, that they did 
not as the King of Egypr commanded them, but ſaved the. 
Men ©bildren alive. And ſo in the like Caſe;lfs Prince ſnou d 
command me to murther my Brother or Neighbour, the 
Law of God ſays expreſly, Thou ſhalt nor kill: And if that is 
obey'd firſt, as it ought to he, then ſuch a Command of my 
Prince mult be denied. | | 3 | 

Suppoſe agamy we were under a Nrbuobudren tity whe 
- ſhow'd ſer up a Golden Image, and commend" ad Men to 
worſhip it, on paio of the cruelleſt Death if they refuſed. 
This one-wou'd think has a double Obligation on us toObe- 
— —— tothe think Chap 
| „Self If you turn to the t | 
tet of: D, aul ſhe! wber to be Gene zbecbüs Cole, 
There were at that dime, when this was. put in practice; 
certain Jews of the Gaptivity, the Cef of which were 
Shadrach, Meſkach\ and Abed-nego, for theſe were over the 
Aſſairs of the Province of Baby/en, in Places of great Truſt; 
and therefore under mate -obligiong. Circumſtances — 

| ochers 


" (4) 
Dr 
ctee · Wherefore — in his Rage and Fury 
commanded to bring Shadrachy, He ſhach and Abea-nego ;, 

and when they ere come before him, he ſaid unto them, 7; 
t trat O Sbedrach, Meſbach ard Abed · negu, That you dv mor 
5 yor wor the Golden e which I have [et 
up Nen, if you bancady, that mt Tree ye bear the found 
of the Cornet, Flue, Harp, Stb, Pſaltery and Dulcimer, 
and all kinds of Muſich, ye fail down and worſpip rhe Image which 
Lhaye made; wel: bat if, you rworſrup wot, ye ſbalt be caſt the 
ſame Hour into the Midſt of « urning Fiery Furnace, Nc 
This was 2 hart Sentenct, cand enough to affright>three 
young Men into Obedience; if any thing won'd do it. But 
Sadr ach, Meſbach and Ab ed ne ge anſwered and ſaid unto the 
King, O Nebuchadie zzar, We are wot careful to anſwer thee 
in this matter : If it be ſo, a God whom we ſerve nt 7 ) 
#3 ble to acliver as from the burning Fiery Furnace, and he wil 
Mi ver. us one! of thy hand, O King. But, if not, ' be. it known 
uM 0-thee, 'O'King, that we will ner ſerve thy Gods, not worſhip 
the Golden Image which thon haft ſet up. Without doubt 
Their Captivity and Promotions had not blotted. the Law 
of God out of their Remembrance, which in the fecond 
Claufe of it ſo ſevetely prohibits all worſhiping of Images : 
And they knew, it ſeems by their Behaviour, that the Com- 
mand of a Temporal Prince, was not to carry their Obe- 
dience from the Commands of the King Eternal. | 
Let us again ſuppoſe we had a-Davias fet over us, who 
mond Re A Decree, actording to the. Lam of. the AHA. 
and Per ſtars h, alter not, I bat use ver in the ſpact 
o thirty Dy & d make a hetition te any God or Man, 
but to umſeif only, ſoud forthwith be thrown: into a 


dor Bonls, 
. 4—— 1 peter of 
i Ever laſt , | 
cree; Botathe ſa | | 
Daniel in this, or the ike caſe; and wwe ſind bim, (when he 
knew the Decree was ſigued, and therefore irrevocable) up- 
on hisKneesrafrex his uſua manner; 9 
ra on ore 


anda con 
them, and pus them in bold 15 the next day. 1 Tae of the 
buſineſs, in ſhort, was this; Onthe morrow; after exatyina- 
tion, finding nothing againſt them, by their awn:confelligs, . 
they knew not — with ten: for that᷑ a natable Mi- 
tacle was, wrought; by „Wbich being paniſet to all 
that dwelt in Fernfalew, they cou d not deny it, Wall, at 
laſt they concluded it theit beſt way, to command them not 
to ſpeał at all. nor teach in the Name of Jeſus and ſa they 
N peter and John pare aid unte them, her 

rigbt in the fight of God, 10 hearken ante you, pare than 
= Gus, 1 25 Fer ws cent bus ſjea the 4hings phich we 
have ſeen and bed. And notwithſtanding the heavy threat; 
with which they diſmiſſed them, hep they came tothereſt 


= — Ty they all unanimon nat of God, that 
wat be 


. eke 
ard, & c. 4 

e plain Inſtances, ad een aber 

urged to the ſame but 

which I all along int 

to do, ot — 


. — we prayed cars lk eye» 
ry . 


(6) 
ry particular circumſtance, and weigh all things in the bat- 
lance of God's: Word; that ſo we may be as ſure as poſſjbly 
we can be, that, in obeying Man, we do not rel the Com- 
mands of God; for we m̃ùſt In the firſt-place” fear him; 
and if we rightly do this, we ſhall, without doubt, take 
care, in the firſt place alſo, to keep his Commandinerits. 
But then, next to our fearing God, we are to fear ant 
obey our Prince, whom God has ſet over vs, in all things 
that tie-may law fully command, and we not lawſully refuſe. 
TI'ſhiall not here meddle with the Texts of Script ore, which 
enjoin this, becauſe 1 deſign to cxamin them in another 


place. | | 5 

It ſhall ſuffice in this place, to obſerve, That Sobject dn 
to Superiors has been of meiſt ancient dete. Ged mode a 
Law; in the beginning, that the whole Creation ſh&w'd be 
ſubject to Man, as the Superior Being, and more like the 
Creator than the reſt of his Fellow-Creatures. Nay, be- 
fore that, there was a Government eſtabliſh'd in Heaven, 
wherein the Angels were to be ſvbje&ro God ; and we find, 
thoſe that wou u nor,” were caſt our, and are to remain ir- 
recovertbly loſt in eternal mĩ ſery So it is likewiſe pete 
ſary, for the preſervation of Peace and Life, that there 
ſhou d be a Government on Earth, in which, by good and 
wholſom Laws, Men of an infevior ſtation ſhouꝰd be ſubject 
to; and duly obey thejt Superiors: And in States Monar- 
chical, when one is head of alt the reſt; al ſnoud yield Yu- 
tiful obedience to that one, in all things not repugnant to 
the Laws of God. I ſay, in all things not repugnant to the 
Laws of Ged; for no Prince may enjoin his Subjects, or 
expect from them, as his due, any thigg contrary to God's 
Laws ; but every Prince ought ſo to Mel his defires, that 
they may be conformable to them. Neither may every 
Nah be his 6wnJoedge in the caſe, to determine with him- 
ſelf what Commands are lapaful, or what are not: For 


every ordinary ant uke Diſt nctions, infer 
— —— — gn oſs 
neceſſry cht che it to che more know 
ing ud leα ond be guided by them in affairs of this 
Rind- Bu8zhes more-dnpennons, whorure well ucquainted 
of God's 
Laws, * 


with, and capable of giving a right interpretation 
4 f 


(9) 
Laws, may be their own Judges: And to ſuch I ſpeak, when 
I ſay, that Men ſhou'd examin Humane Inſtitutions by the 
Divine Will revealed in the Holy Scriptures, and wherein 
they find them agreeable to that Rule, in that particular 
to obey ; but wherein they appear repugnant to it, therein 
to deny their obedience. And, by the way, I deſire it may 
be obſerved, that when I ſay any thing of not obeying Un- 
lawful Commands, I intend nothing of reſiſting Lawful Au- 
thority. But, ina word, the ſum of all I have urged hi- 
therto, amounts to this: That he who ſooths his Prince in 
the purſuit of ends contrary to the Law of God, is ſo far 
from being truly Loyal to him, that he only flatters him 
to his detriment: And on the other hand, he who from a 
blind and miſtaken Zeal for Religion, refuſes to obey him, 
when he lawfully may, and ought, is ſo far from being what 
he may pretend to be, truly Religious, that he may at leaſt 
be thought. to have no true Religion in him. And this [ 
take tobe the true and genuine Notion of Religious Loy- 
alty, as it ſeems to be built on the beſt and moſt Chriſtian 
Principles. And this is the ſubſtance of that Doctrin of 
Non-reſiſtance,which ſome diſſatisfied Gentlemen plead for, 
as that which was taught heferofore, and ought not to be 
contradicted now. hn 

If therefore, in the ſecond place, it ſhall appear, that Sub- 
jection to the Preſent Government is conſiſtent with this 
Doctt in, it is hoped the main cauſe of diſſatisfaction, as to 
that poiat, will be removed. 

To this end, the buſineſs of this Undertaking will be, to 
evince, that Subject ion to the Preſent Government, is not 
repugnant to the moſt poſitive Texts of Scripture that have 
or can be urg'd for Loyalty ; nor to the known and receiy'd 
Doctt in of the Church of England in the ſame Caſe ; nor to 
the former Oaths of Allegiance and Supremacy themſelves. 
This, ſome may think a hard task, but I hope a little pa- 
tience will ſee it throughly performed. 

Firſt, that Subjection to the Preſent Government is not 
repugnant to the moſt poſitive Texts of Scripture that 
have vr can be urg'd for Loyalty, I ſhall only mention the 
three moſt plauſible Injunctions in the New Teſtament, as 
moſt to our purpoſe who are under the Oeconomy of the 
Goſpel. B I 


m_ ( 10 
I begin with that of our Saviour, Matth, 22. 21. Render 
wito Czſar the things which are Cæſat /. Whence we are to 
conſider, firſt, Whom our Saviour means by Ceſar ; and 
ſecondly, What things he means, when he ſays, Render 
unto Cæſar the things which are Cæſar 1. It is certain, that 
the Reman Yoke, under which the Fews then labour*d, was 
not in their account a lawful Power to them : for the Power 
which the Romans then and there exerciſed, was · uſur ped b 
the Power of the Sword. Yet, as all Power is of God, fo 
they were to be ſubject to the Roman Power, and to render 
to Cæſar the things which were Cæſat . And tis farther ob- 
ſervable, that the Jews had then a King of their own, whom, 
without doubt, they thought their rightful Soveraign ; 
and yet they were to be ſubje to Ceſar. Now by Ceſar, 
is meant not only the Koman Emperor, but all other Kings 
and Princes, who are Ceſar's in their reſpeCtive Dominions; 
that is, who exerciſe the Regal Power. Render wnto Cæſar, 
that is, to him that is Ceſar, not to him who was, or ſhall 
be Ceſar : nor is it ſaid, render to your rightful Ceſar, 
but to Ceſar ; your preſent Governor, is he, who challen- 
ges your obedience. But what is this that we muſt render 
to Ceſar From the Context we find, it was Tribute. Now 
to pay Tribute is the moſt ſervile Subjection of all; yet the 
Jews were to pay Tribute to Ceſar, as to him, who having 
oyer-powered them, had right to their Perſons and Eſtates, 
But the Apoſtle St. Paul, in his Thirteenth Chapter to 
the Romans, handles this point pore particularly, Verſe 1. 
Let every ſoul be ſubject unto the 'Higher Powers, For there is 
no Power, but of God : the Powers that be , are ordain'd of 
God, It is not ſaid, Let every ſoul be ſubject to the lawful 
or rightful higher Powers; for all higher Power is ſuppo- 
ſed rightful, as it comes of God. And we know that Nero, 
who was in all probability the Reman Emperor when the 
Apoſtle wrote this, was a meer ſtranger to any right to the 
Government. Yet the Apoſtle makes no queſtion at all of 
the legality or rightfulficſs of his authority, but ſays, Let 
every ſoul be ſubjeft to the Higher Powers, And for this reaſon, 
For there is no Power, but of God. And we muſt confeſs as 
much, if we believe that God governs the World. By me 
K ing 1 reign, ſays God himſelf. And ſo the Apoſtle goes as 


(1) 
The Power: that be, ars ordained of God. Not only the Powers 
which have been, but the Powers that be: The preſent 
Government, is as really of God's ordaining, as any that has 
been heretofore. Yer. 2. Whoſcever, therefore, reſiſteth the 
Power, re ſiſteth the Ordinance of God : and they that reſiſt, ſual 
receive to themſelves damnation. ' As there is no Power but of 
God, fo, by — he that is not obedient to the 
Power, reliſts, and fights againſt God. And certainly he 
that will venture to reſiſt the Almighty, muſt needs come off 
with loſs. Ver. 3. For Rulers are not a terror te good works, 
but to the evil. Walt thou then not be afraid of the Power ? do 
that which is good, and thou ſhalt have praiſe of the ſame. Here 
the Apoſtle ſhews the Office of a good Prince; that he is 
by all means to encourage men to do good, and to deter 
them from doing evil. Now one very evil work is, to re- 
fuſe Subjection, for this is to reſiſt the Ordinance of God. 
And to this evil, among others, Rulers are a terror. If 
therefore we wou'd not be afraid of the Power, we mult do 
good: and if we be ſubject, we do good, in obeying the 
Command and Ordinance of God : and for this we ſhall have 
praiſe of the Higher Power to which we are ſubject. Ver. 4. 
For he is the Miniſter of God to thee for good: But if thou do 
that which is evil, be afraid for be beareth not the ſword in 
vain : for he is the Miniſter of God, a revenger to execute wrath 
= him that doth evil. Of whom does the Apoſtle ſay all this? 

0's he call the Roman Emperor, a Heathen,the Miniſter of God? 
Yes,as he is the Power ordain'd of God. He is the Miniſter of 
God for good : but if we doevil,we muſt be afraid; and if we 
are puniſhed for not being ſubject tothis Miniſter of God, we 
mult take it for our pains.Nay,this we are to expect, as a due 
reward: for he beareth not the ſword in vain ;, but is the Mi- 
niſter of God, to revenge, and execute wrath upon the re- 
bellious evil-doers? Yer. 5, Wherefore ye muſt needs be ſubject, 
not only for wrath, but alſo for conſcience-ſaks. And how for 
conſcience-ſake ? Thus ; he is the Miniſter of God,a Power 
ordained of God, and therefore we muſt be ſubject, that we 
may thereby preſerve a good conſcience, void of offence to- 
ward God and Man; toward, God, ia that when we are ſub- 
jet, we ſubmit to his Providence: toward Man, in that we 
do to him, as we would he — do to us: we are ſubject 
, 2 to 


(12) 


to him, for his encouragement to defend us, and provide for 
our ſafety, Ver. G. For, for this cauſe pay you tribute alſs : 


fort 
being God's 


hey are God's Miniſters, attending contin 
thing. This 


upon this v 
{till urges as a motive 10 fab ion, thei, 
niſters, ordained of him to rule and govern 


Mankind. Therefore we are to be ſubject, and therefore we 


pay ttibute. 


Ver. 5. Render therefore. to all their dues : tri- 


bute to whom tribute is due, cuſtom to whom cuſtom, fear to whom 
fear, honor to whom honor. juſt as much as cur Saviour had 
ſaid before, Render to Ceſar the things which are Cæſars. 
Now we are to ſee what St. Peter ſays on this ſubject, and 
then to the buſineſs. 1 Pet. 2. 13, 14. Submit your ſelves to 
every ordinance of man, for the Lord's ſake : whether it be tothe 
king, A ſupreme, or unto governors, as unto them that are ſent by 
him for the puniſhment of evil-doers, and for the praiſe of them 
that. de well, Neither doth this Apoſtle make any enquiry 
into the right of Succeſſion ; but bids us ſubmit to every 
Ordinance of Man, without queſtioning the lawfulneſs of 
his authority : it is ſufficient that he has authority to com- 
mand ; but we have no authority to refuſe to ſubmit. He 
tells us we muſt ſubmit, for the Lord's ſake. For whoever 
is our Governor, he is of God's ſetting up. And ſo, in ſub- 
mitting to the Ordinance of Man, we do but ſubmit to the 
Ordinance of God: For his ſake we are to ſubmit. For ſo is 


the Will of God, &c. 


Now, that Subjection to the preſent Government is not 
repugnant to theſe places of Scripture, I endeavour to 


Evince thus: 


Firſt, That their preſent Majeſties are as rightfully the 
Supreme Authority of theſe Nations, as the Roman Ceſar; 
were to the Fews, This I think cannot be denied by any, 
who ſhall conſider, that the Romans uſurped a Power over the 
Jews, againſt their inclinations: Whereas, firſt of all, their 
preſent Majeſties were invited to come and aſliſt us againſt 
approaching and imminent ruin. And ſecondly, when they 
were here, and our Ceſar fled from them and us, the Crown 
was put upon. their heads by our own ſelves, contrary to 
their deſire. And certainly, if Uſurpation gives a right to 
Subjection, a free conferring of the Regal Power muſt needs 


be of much greater force. And it will avail but little, to ſay, 
; that 


(13) 
that ſome few men, how good or learned ſoever as to other 
matters, diſſent and remain unſatisfied with the proceed- 
ings: For it is well known, that all thoſe men were in a 
great meaſure inſtrumental to the bringing their Majeſties 
to the Throne, and conſequently to the driving the Late 
King from it : And therefore they aboveall,one wou'd think, 
ſhow'd be ſatisfied with what themſelves began. But, the 
late King is ſill alive: And ſo had the Jews a King of their 
own too, and yet were to be ſubject to Ceſar. And our 
— wide of theirs; for their King did not deſert 
then but lived among them, and without doubt, fought 
for them as long as he cou d: But ours never ſtruck a blow, 
but ran away and left us to fight for our ſelves if there had 
been occalion. Things were certainly at a very ill paſs, 
when we muſt ſue to a foreign Prince to come and redreſs 
our grievances,becauſe we had a King who inſtead of taking 
off a little Finger which was thought too heavy, would lay his 
whole hand upon us, if poſſible, to cruſh us in pieces. And 
then, when the Prince was fo kind as to venture all be had 
to redreſs us, that this King of ours, ſhov'd preſently leave 
us to redreſs our ſelves, what might not we have been ac- 
counted, if we had not cloſed with the opportunity ? And, 
when we had no King at all to reign over us, the other be- 
ing fled from us, on whom cou d we more juſtly beſtow the 
Regal Power, than on him, who ſeem'd to challenge it, as 
one ſent immediately from Heaven to ſave us, and to rule 
over us? And now he is ſet over us, what ſhou'd hinder our 
being ſubject to him ? "Tis certain, he is at preſent our Ca- 
ſar, and of our own choice too; and our Saviour bids us 
render unto him that 11 Czar, the things that are Cæſars. 

But Secondly, That the preſent higher Power is ordain- 
ed of God, no man will venture to deny, who owns a pro- 
vidence. And this is the prime motive to Subjeftion accord- 
ing to St. Paul. If God may be allowed the Government of 
the World ; 1 do not fee, but that the Preſent Government 
as it now ſtands, is as much an Ordinance of God, as any 
other that ever has been ſimte the World began to be. But 
the Apoſtle tells us plainly,that, There is no Power but ofGod.; 
and the Powers that be ( the preſent Powers) are ordained of 
Coed. Therefore we ſhow'd be ſubject to the preſent higher 

; Powers, 
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Powers, as to an Ordigance of God. For »tis very dange- 
rous fighting againſt God ; and he that reſiſts ſhall receive 
to himſelf Damnation. 

Thirdly, as St. Paul tells us, we muſt be ſabjelt to the 
Higher Powers, as an Ordinance of Ged, ſo St. Peter tell us, 
we muſt ſubmit to every Ordinance of Man, for the Lord's 
fake. We don't find it any where that a Man may be a Re- 
del for the Lord's ſake ; but here and in many other places 
we are taught to be ſubject for the Lord's ſake. But to 
whoſe Ordinances ate we to ſubmit for the Lor ſake ? 
The Apoſtle ſays, Whether they be of the King as $ , or 
vnto Governours, as unte them that are ſent by him, &c, We 
cannot find in the Scriptures any mention of a King De Jure; 
but they always ſpeak of the King De Fatto, as if he were 

De Jure. Touch not mine anointed, That is, the Preſent King 
(if it ſpeaks of a Temporal King) whom I have ſet over 
„n, for he has a Right to your Submiſſion and Subjection, 
as he is mine Anoipted, For the Powers that be, are ordained 
or Anvinted of God. It is certain, the Preſent Power is 
King De Fatto; and if we allow of God's Providence, he is 
as certainly ordained and anointed of God, and therefore is 
King De Jure, that is, one who by his Commiſſion from the 
moſt High, of right challenges our Allegiance. 

Secondly, That Subjection to the Preſent Government 
is not repugnant to the known and received Docttin of the 
Church of England. 

It is ſuppoſed, that the Doctrin of the Church of Eng- 
land, is not in any Caſe contrary to the Doctrin of the Goſ- 
pel: And therefore I urge the known and receiv'd Doctrin 
of the Church of England. For the Opinion of every pri- 
vate Doctor, or other Member of the Church, muſt not 
preſently, right or wrong, bꝭ look d upon as the Opinion 
and Doctrin of that Church. And thus, when we ſpeak of 
the Doctrin of the Church of England, we underſtand thoſe 
Principles which ſt e has ſelected and put together, as the 
Foundation on which all in her Communion muſt build. 
And here, there are five Book which contain the full Do- 
rin of the Church of England, and we are bound to no 
other ; and they are, The Books of Articles of Religion, 
agreed on by the Biſhops and the reſt of the Clergy - — 
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Realm, at two ſeveral Convocationg, in the Years 1563, and 
1604. The Book of Homiles ment ion d in the 35th. Article. 
The Publick Liturgy . The Book of Conſecration and Ordi- 
nation of Biſhops, Prieſts and Deacons. And the Book of Ca- 
nons Eccleſiaſtical drawn up and ratified in the firſt Year of 
King James the Firſt. Now whatever expoſitions and gloſſes 
ſome Men have put on any thing contain d in either of theſe 


Books, touching the Doctrin of Non reſiſtance ; I cannot 


ſee that they, in any part of them, ſay any thing of a King 
De Jung, before he is De Fatto, And whatever they attri- 
bute fo the King De Fafto, we ſt ill own to be due to him, 
as he is De Facte, and as his being De Fatto, makes him De 
Jure too. This being granted, it may be ſaid, that the 
Late King, was as certainly a Power ordain'd of God, that 
he was as really King De Fate, and therefore as much De 
Fare as this or any ot her, and therefore ought not to be re- 


ſiſted. Granting this to be true; the queſtion will neceſſa:, 


rily be, Who were they that reſiſted him ? Did not the whole 
Nation at one time or other oppoſe his Deſigns, and Mt hat 
reſiſt his Authority? Mas his Power1imited, or arbitrary ? 
if limited, where's the ſin'of oppoſing him in his Deſigns 
that were contrary to Law and Juſtige ? if arbitrary, then 
the whole Nation almoſt were in continual Rebellion a- 
gainſt him. Ana what is the Docttin of Non reſiſtance? 
Surely, not to reſiſt, is ta obey, or elſe we make it a very 
hard word. And if it be ſo, then, as often as we refuſed'to 
obey his Commands, we reſiſted his Authority, For either 
he had Authority, as a King to command fuch things; or he 
had not. If he had not, then how cou'd we be Rebels in re- 
ſiſtiag one who had no Authority to command? And if he 
had, then in denying Obedience to his Commands, we re- 
ſiſted bis Authority. Reſiſtance cannot be confined to 
Blows, and taking up Arms, but it extends to Words and 
Thoughts. If we will be for Non-reliſtance to the purpoſe, 
We muſt net curſe the King in our very Thoughts, Ecclel. 10. 20. 
Bur, did not all theſe Gentlemen, who are now ſo wonder- 
fully grieved and diſſatisfied, pray for the Prince's coming? 
and when he was come, pray for the Proſperity of the 
Prince's Arms againſt their lawful Sovereign + Who were 
they, that, when our Ceſar left us without ſtriking a Blow 
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ſor us, ſent to the Prince to deſire him to take the Admini- 
ſt ration of the Government upon him? And what is Rebel- 
lion, if all this is not ? Rebellion may be in Thought as well 
as Word, and in Word as well as Deed. And they certain- 
ly were guilty of Rebellion, who connived at, and tacitly 
- encouraged it in others. And I dare ſay, had the late King 
proved a Conqueror, he wou'd eaſily have proved Treaſon 
and Rebellion upon thoſe, that when they might, did not af 
fiſt him againſt the Prince, « well as on thoſe who actually 
aſſiſted the Prince againſt him. Tho' I muſt confeſs that the 
Sin which is only nouriſh'd inwardly, is not altogether fo 
black as when it is reduced into Action; yet the Nature of 
the Sin is the ſame, in him who dehres, as in him who ap- 
pears to practiſe it. So then, if any were Rebels in acting 
as ſome did openly for the Prince againſt the King, They 
were likewiſe, if not alike guilty, who wiſhed the Prince 
-proſperity,or did not appear to aſſiſt their King againſt him. 
After all, then, tis cerain that the Doctr in of the Church 
of England does not preſcribe any Rules, touching legal or 
hereditary Succeſſion, but according to the Doctrin of the 
Goſpel, requires all in her Communion to be ſubject to the 
Powers that be; and ſince thoſe very Perſons who at pre- 
ſent diſſent, have either in their good will to the Prince of 
Orange, or their Actions againſt the proceedings of him 
whom they eſteemed their lawful Sovereign, approv d them- 
ſelves rebellious againſt his Government and Authority as 
well as others, I wou'd fain know which were better and moſt 
commendable, To be ſubject to the preſent Government, as 
undoubtedly an Ordinance of God, or {till obſtinately to 
continue Rebels, and diſaffefted to all Government to the 
End of the Chapter ? 

Thirdly, that Subjection to the preſent Government, is 
not repugnant to the former Oaths of Allegiance and Su- 
premacy themſelves. 

And here we are to enquire; Firſt, whether thoſe Oaths 
were obligatory without teſpect to any Condition? And Se- 
condly, — they were, whether Subjection to the 
preſent Government be not conſiſtent with them ? 

Firſt, It cannot be denied that the Kings of England do 
always at their Coronation, take Oaths to the oops, Bo: 
ore 


- 
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fore the People take Oaths to them. And then it ſhould 
ſeem moſt agreeable to human reaſon, that the Oaths of 
Allegiance and Supremacy which the People take, are butan 
Obligation upon Condition that the King ſtands by the 
Oaths he takes firſt. For if we could look back to the firlt 
King that ever ſway'd this Scepter, he, being choſen hy the 
People, to rule over them, and defend them in their Rights 
and Properties by good and wholſom Laws, they, certain- 
ly oblig'd him to promiſe all theſe things, upon Oath, be- 
fore they eftabliſh'd bim on his Throne: And then, that be 
might with the more ſafety and honor execute his Office, it 
was ſo ordered, that all the People ſhould take Oaths of 
Allegiance and Subjection to him. And therefore, ſuppo- 
ſing this to be an hereditary Kingdom, it will not ſigniſie 
any thing in this caſe, becauſe we ſee by the continual pra- 
. tice of this Nation, that, no Prince, as Heir tothe Crown, 
can take the Government of the Kingdom upon him, till he 
is firſt proclaimed by the People: nor will he at all be ſuf- 
fer'd to put the Crown on his head, till he takes the Coro- 
nation-Oath. Nor is the King to the People of England, 
as has been diſputed, like a Father to Children; For, firſt, 
according to the Law of Nature, when my Father dies, I 
cannot have another Father: but when my King dies, | am 
in the ſame capacity of having a King, as | was before: Bur, 
ſecondly, a Father may lawfully, in ſo many Years after 
poſſeſſion of an Eſtate, cut off the lutail; but a King of 
England cannot do ſo by the Crown, without the conſent of 
the People; which is an Argument, that tis at their liberty, 
after the death of one King, to praclaim another, whom 
they pleaſe. They do not think the Oaths which were ta- 
ken to the Father, do in any caſe oblige them to the Son, as 
will appear, when we conlider, that after the Succeſſor has 
taken his Oaths, the Oaths of Allegiance are again tendred 
to the People, which they need not be, if the Oaths to the 
Predeceſſor were obligatory on the Peoples part to the Suc- 
ceſſor. So then, if the former Oaths of Allegiance and 
Supremacy were obligatory only on condition, . they will 
plainly appear to be void, in many caſes in reference tothe 
late King, which have been too often handled to be inſiſted 


on here. And if it be ſo, that thoſe Oaths were void, and 
: C con- 
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conſequently no longer of force tooblige, us to Subjection 
and Non · reſiſtance, then what can follow thereon, but that 
it was in the Peoples power to diſpoſe of the Crown and 
their Allegiance to ſome other perion, whom they might 
truſt ; one who would, according to bis Oath, ſtudy by all 
means poſſible to preſerve to them their Rights and Privi- 
edges in all Matters relating to both the Laws of Church 
and state? The Doctrine of Paſſive-Obedience, if there be 
any ſuch thing in nature, being this, When a Prince rules 
aecording to Law and Juſtice, no one perſon,or more,ſhould 
endeavour to drive on their private ends, either privately or 
publickly 2gainſt, or in oppoſition to their lawful Sove- 
raign, but wherein the Laws of their Country are againſt 
their intereſt, rather ſuffer than rebel ; Rebellion in ſuch a 
caſe being one of the moſt odious of all fins practicable. 
But on the other hand, when a Prince openly endeavours 
to overturnand deſtroy the Fundamental Laws of the Land, 
by which means the Intereſt of the whole Nation lies at 
ſtake, as this appears a manifeſt breach of his Coronation- 
Oath, ſo I do not fee how the People ſo oppreſs'd can be 
ſaid to break their Oaths, if they endeavour to put a ſtop 
to his miſchievous deſigns. 

But, ſecondly, Suppoſing the former Oaths of Allegi- 
ance and Supremacy were obligatory withour condition 
— preſume, Subjection to the preſent Government may 

2 conhiſtent with them, 

Firſt, Becauſe they obliged us no farther, than to be aſ- 
liſting and defending all Juriſditions, Priviledges, Pre- 
eminencies, and Authorities granted to the King, &c. as to 
the perſon that was then our Soveraign. And theſe Juriſdi- 
tions, Priviledges, cc. being given to the King by the 
People; or the Legiflative Power, or greateſt part of it, it 
cannot be ſuppoſed, ſurely, that the Law of the Land, gives 
the King authority ro deſtroy the Laws of the Land ; that 
the People would give their King power to rob and deprive 
them of their Rights and Privikedges. Then in a word, we 
were obliged by that Oath, in reference to his perſon, who 
then was King, no farther, than to defend him in all his Ju- 
riſdictions, c. relating to his Supremacy, as to the execu- 
tive part of the La which is the Regal Power. 

But 
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But Secondly, the ſame Oath obliges vs to the ſame Ar- 
ticles of Subjection to his Heirs or lawful Succeſſors. Now, 
that their preſent Majeſties are the late King's Succeffors, 
cannot be denied. If any diffatisfied Perſon ſhou'd ſay, 
that they are not his lawful Succeſſors, he being ſtill living, 
this4s to queſtion the Authority of thoſe who being conve- 
ned, were the repreſentatives of the Hole Nation; and if 
we queſtion their Authority, we at the ſame time proclaim 
our own Imprudence, to ſay no worſe of it, in referring the 
Settlement of Affairs to a Convention, which we are now apt 
to ſay had not Power to ſettle them. But, we thought they 
won'd have ſet up a Regency. Then there wou'd have been 
fine hghting againſt the King by his own Authority! And 
how agreeable wou'd that have been to our Oaths? How- 
ever, we ought to bave ſent to invite the King home again. 
And he wou'd have been very ready to come without all que- 
ſtion, to have his hands and feet tied; to have the Name of 
King without Power ! If we had invited himback, we muft 
have propoſed ſuch things, as the Conditions of his coming, 
as all reaſonable men muſt needs know he wou'd never ſtoop 
to. But, 1 Sam. 26. 16. This thing is not good that thou haft 
done ;, 4s the Lord liveth, ye are worthy to die, becauſe ye have 
not kept your Mater the Lord's Ausinted. The great 
Crime is, that we did not keep the late King while we had 
him. And what wou'd theſe Gentlemen have faid, if the 
King had been kept in Priſon ? For *cis certain there woud 
have been no keeping him any other way. Did not he en- 
deavour toeſcape and leave usonce? And then being brought 
back again, did not he take the firſt opportunity to go quite 
away? No body knows the reaſon of it, but himſelf, but fo 
he did: And ſome are apt to think, that his ſo doing was a 
tacit reſignation of the Government. However the Con- 
vention whom we truſted to inſpect the matter conſtrued 
this and others of his Actions, as tending directly to that 
End. But to apply the Text, which has been urged againſt 
the Proceedings; Daevidreproved Abner, for not — 
careful of his Maſter as he ought to have been, and tells him 
plainly he ought to die, becauſe he did not keep the Lord a 
Anointed, when he had been but juſt before in his Power to 


have taken away his Life if he had been ſo inclined. — 
thus 
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'thus we may ſay of moſt, if not all of the diſſatisfied Gen- 
tlewen of theſe times; that they deſerve to die as much as 
we, in that they were in all reſpects falſe to their Oathg, 
and Truſt, às well as we, if we were at all. Did not their 
Oaths oblige them, to do their beſt endeayour to diſcloſe 
and make known to his Mejeſty bis Heirs and Succeſſors, 
all Treaſons and "Traiterous Conſpiracies, which they 
ſhou'd know or hear of, to be againſt him, or any of them? 
And did not they know; or hear of the Deſign ofthe Pr in- 
ces coming agaluſt him with an Army, and yet wgre fo far 
from diſcloſing it, till he ſuſpected it bimſelf, at Feaſt, as 
to wii for his coming, and pray for his Proſpggity when 
come? Either thoſe Private Proceedings, and good Wiſhes, 
were repugnant4othe former Oaths, er Subjection to the 
preſent Government is not. If they ve, the Exil is too 
lar. gone to be heal d, and therefore all that can be dove in 
the Cafe, is, ta be more. prudent for the time to come, 
and.by-wzy of expiation ; Since we were all ſo deeply con- 
cern'd in t Rebellion, if it was any, ſo the beſt way 
will be, to reſalvero be ſubject to the Powers for the time 
to come. Eſpecially fince we are all in- ſame Degree or 
ather concern'd, in either bringing them in, or ſettin 
them on the Throne. We can as yet find no fault with the 
Adminiſtration, but that all things go on well, as if it was 
God's immediate Work for our good. Therefore, we 
ſhowed ſubmit to his Providence in being ſubject to the 
Powers which he has ſet over us: For there i no Power bat 
of God. And if we are willing to be ſubject, we may cer- 
taigly as well ſwear Subjection ; this being only an out- 
ward Demonſtration of our inward good Will and Inclina- 
tions. I have here only offer d ſach reaſons for Subjection 
to the Preſent Government, as at firſt induced me to ſubs 
mit my ſelf. I wiſh they may be ſoberly conſider d, and 
meet with the deſired Effect : That all who read them may 
thereby be excited to be candid in their Cenſures of other 
add kind to their own ſelves; and every one in his Station 
may cheerfully do as the Apoſtle adviſes ; Honour all-men, 
love the Bret ber head, fear God, and bonour the King. 
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